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OBSERVATIONS 


mn Tis well. halen that FER very oaths iow I 
| Ibich impoſes upon all perſons holding . „ 

| fices civil or military under the Crown, H 
| ceffity:of receiving the Sacrament according to te 
| rites/of/the Church of England, was enacted at a 
= - period, when. theſe realms were expoſed to the A 
| imminent danger of f falling, once more under the ESE. 
| yoke of, Popery., A plot was actually formed =. : 
= . of that bloody and deteſtabbbwe 
| ſuperſtition; and as the Sovereign himſelf was TY 
principal conſpirator, it became indiſpenſably „ 
ceüeſſary to reſtrain the royal prerogative in RO. = 
| exerciſe of a very important branch of the exec. 
| S = tive. power, -an; d to a d opt ſome effe Qual m ode of OE 85 — | 
* compelling the Crown. to diveſt i its accomplices . 
4 E den, degree. an deine al nfl ene c e an a autho an,. : 8 „ : | 


| fo = cabaret rpg, Ts . 8 ol we _ 4 
me hole Nation, and acknowledged by the Papiſts ; =o 
| themſelves, to be the moſt formidable barrier that . 
coyld havę deen erected againſt the deſigns. of, toy. :-- 
= Cu And 8 in * * * when — 
3 e a9, JJ 


EE tune deſigns were OY 1 almoſt openly oy 2} 


: avowed, it is well known that the Teſt was re- i 2 
|  garded as the grand obſtacle to their aceompliſn. 
ment. It is, however, not a little unfortunate, 


5 5 that meaſures, which were originally framed upon EL. : 
e the trueſt wiſdom, and which were 
Y fully juſtified by motives of the moſt urgent poli | 
lit, cal expediency, ſhould, in the Progrels of human  }]. 

KKkeffairs, be themſelves converted i into grievances of | 
1 3 ſerious e This is a a defect incident x 


cafe hk | relpedt to hu 1 in quaiien. 'In the = 


—_ _ courſe of more than a century, all rational appre · b =. 
1 henſions of danger from Popery have totally n 
alan if this law did not exiſt, it would now doubt= | 
= Je be thought as unneceſſary, a and even prepoſte- @ | 
- ___.._rous, to oppoſe ſuch a barrier againſt Popery, | 
23 àgainſt Mahometaniſm. To Foy preat regre z 
5 however, of thoſe who hoped better things from | 
1 the liberality of the preſent times, the motion of 5 ia . 
Mr. Fox, in the Houſe of Commons, March 2 
18390, for a repeal of the Corporation and Teſt | 
„ merely ſo far as they operated to the exclu | 
. Proteſtants diſſenting from the Eſtabliſhed Ho. 
5 Church from civil offices, Was negatived by a ma- | „ 
5 5 : jority « of 189 voices. And the eircumftances attend · . 0 1 : 
ä rejection are too curious and remarkable, | 
5 very ſoon, or very eaſily forgotten. A previous | 
„ - © applienticn to Parliament, for this purpoſe, had | 
deen made in the year 1787; and though the M. 
WEE mer . * e of his ih; 


| ments e 


Tr 


8 ments relative to the propriety of it, when the f 5 


5 5 deſign was firſt communicated to him, he thought IT 


proper to oppoſe it in Parliament, in a manner 


|. which occafioned no little ſurprize and chagrin. = 


7 0. And the original motion of Mr. Beaufoy was, in 


9 5 conſequence of that oppoſition, rejected I 1 
|  jority of 78 votes. The arguments of Mr. _ 3 
| and other zealous advocates for the repeal, making "cp 
| however a very viſible impreſſion upon the Houle, 
1 another attempt was thought adviſeable, i i 
[SGeſſon of 1789, when Mr. Beaufoy, in a very able 2 
+ Again moved the Houſe for the repealin 
= queſtion. The motion was very powerfully OR. 
"0 --  _ and though the Miniſter again % 

W determined adverſary of this meaſure, on'a-. 8 

|| diviſion it was negatived by a majority r 
| voices only. This encouraged ſtill farther eder. 
| tions. And as the diſpoſition of the Houſe W 
- Commons Was apparently | favourable to the —— 
peal, and chat of the Nation at large by no means 
85 adverſe; it was hoped, that, on a third application, Ct, 


1 Court would relax j in its oppoſition to a mea- . = 
= © which had always been conſidered as highly . 


” deſirable by Whig Miniſters, and Whig = 1 | 
_ which had been expreſsly recommended by King „„ 
5 WILLIAM to the Engliſh, and by King GEORGE I. „ 


. to the Iriſh Parliaments ; and which Mr. Pitt, if 55 


| he had been animated 'by a ſingle ſpark ä 
1 ſpirit of his ſainted Sire,“ would have diſdained 5 
* „ purchaſe the ſmiles of royalty, or the plaudits 1 
1 of n * * EDGE as the public n 
SE: | B F vocate „ 


EF 


vocate of eon to oppoſe. As . 1 * 
ever, as it was known that another application wis 


"determined upon, every engine was put in motion 

ET in order to obſtruct the ſucceſs of it. The obſolete 1 
and terrific cry was revived, that 7 he Church was | 
in danger ! The provincial conventions. of the - = 
6 Diſſenters, who had been reproached by their op- = 12 

b ponents, and by Lord North himſelf in the Houſe „ 

N of Commons, with coldneſs and difference as to KF BE 

—_— ſuccels of the former applications, were repr | 
ſented as ſo many conſpiracies formed to fubvern | 
RR peace of the Church and State. Counter- * 
RR of the friends of the Eſtabliſhment were. | 
ſiummoned. Lords of the Bed. chamber wee 3 - 
_ amongſt the firſt to attend them. The „ 
_ "I papers were filled with malignant and inflammatory 1 
„„ againſtt the Diſſenters. New pamphlets were 
ritten, and old ones revived, in order to de= | 
te the dire effects which would flow from 3 1 
e renunciation of the principle of perſecution. For the 5 

. Teſt Act is either an act of political and urgent ne.. 

= |  reſlity, ariſing - from a ſtriking peculiarity r 

oon and circumſtances, or it is an act of real 1 

= aundiſguiſed perſecution; ſince the great Principle . 
Iao0oleration is ſo far violated, as men are diveſted | 
pf their civil and political rights, for exerciſing * 
eeir moral and religious rights. In ſhort, Herren 
and Earth were moved by the Court Faction, " 2 
NW prevent, in their profound wiſdom and ardour — 
. — loyalty,” the reſtoration of the Monarch to the " a 
| 1 5 exerciſe, of: his conſtitutional,  Drofogtive by the 3 
EN os De on Ee, removal! Ge 


EERY 


EE, removal of a . as aiſpraceful to the Sove- 
rreeign, as it is injurious to the ſubject. Tn the -- 
midſt of this political ferment, Mr. Fox . 
adared to ſtand forth the champion of a „ 


2 founded on the immoveable baſis of juſtice, _ 

FF fon, and truth, and inſeparably connected with 

tdzoſe ſacred principles of civil and religious liberty, 1 0Y 
for which it is his pride and his boaſt that he haas 
ever uniformly contended. The event was, indeed, 


1 unſucceſsful ; but inglorious was the triumph. 


| Wben the Engliſh nation, ſo long famed for good TIS = 
ſenſe and liberality of ſentiment, ſeemed again to 
| fall, as if by ſome ſudden faſcination, under tze 


0 dominion of thoſe Gothic prejudices which it had = © 


nin appearance ſo happily ſurmounted, it was ſome „ 
C0.ionſolation to hear a great and enlightened Stateſ- CCC 
w plead the cauſe of truth, virtue and liberty, N 
in the Britiſh Senate, with 2 force of gm, 
and ſplendour of eloquence, which dign 1 „ 
3 character 25 above all Greek, above S 
=: Roman fame.” He ſaid, that it was to hima 


V and ele. 


matter of triumph, that the very people who had 22333 


| imputed to him deſigns hoſtile to liberty, and ſub- - 

7 © verve of the conſtitution, had requeſted him tag, 

plead. their cauſe on that day. This was at once — 
| a refutation and reparation of the wrong they had — 
[done him. He ſaid, that he was himſelf a member 
= an Eſtabliſhed Church, and thought an eltablilk _Þ 
2 if not neceſſary, at leaſt uſeful and adviſable. „ 
3 And ſhould any attempts be made to invade, the 1 
1 . eh of the Church, the ſhould find 1 126 A.” 


8 10 D = 


dd to ſtand forward the apt of thoſe : | 


rights, as he was this day to plead thoſe of the 


Diſſenters; and he hoped the time would come * 


: when the Church would ſee his conduct in its true I 
light, and acquit him of any deſign upon her ſplen- 


— dour, influence, or greatneſs, | Perſecution, 8 77 
Mr. Fox, is a bond of union. Remove the bar 
raiers which ſeparate the Diflenters from the com- © In 
miaüunity of citizens, and in their collective capacity 
i they will be no longer known. Men unite to Tra 3 
Ta oppreſſion but ceaſe to oppreſs, and the union is 
diſſolved continue it, and you render the union 
ſitll more compact and firm, till reſiſtance, at = 
perhaps weak, gradually becomes formidable, and |} 
ſcmally ſucceſsful. And experience ſhows, that when * 
oppreſſion, has been carried certain lengths, men 
GY think that the only effectual way to deſtroy W 
vʒjphpreſſion is to deſtroy the oppreſſor. Such is te 
tendency, and ſuch the termination of this wretch- : 
% ſyſtem of policy. For any government e M 
3 tend its juriſdiction over the opinions of indivi- 0 ; 5 
Aunals, ſaid this magnanimous Stateſman, is at once | 
„ tyrannical. It is abſurd; for opinions * 
miuſt and ought to be free. They are not the | 
pProper objects of human authority; ; and they may | 
ES perfectly i innocent and harmleſs, When, 
J ſpeculative view, they perhaps appear 
93 8 . fraught with miſchief and danger. It i is tyrannical; — 
„ for it would furniſh a pretext for every ſpecies of 
a aa _ Sppheſſion and perſecution. It! is not to controul „ 
1 opinions, but 2 that government Is inſti- | | 


9 8 tuted. 


| | | . l "Al hm. 7 has the State a right a. . 
2 interfere, when by any overt act a man has of- 


ob fended againſt any known law. Then, and —_: 
only, is puniſhment juſtly inflicted ; when a man 


by his conduct has proved himſelf criminal, and 


| not when it is inferred, and perhaps moſt unjuſtly x 
1 inferred from his opinions, that he may poſſib il 
| become ſo. Such, ſaid Mr. Fox, is the r 
of the laws in queſtion, that the Legiſlature has for 
þ many ſucceſſive years regularly paſſed an act for 
og indemnifying thoſe WhO preſume to ſerve their 3 

country at their own peril. To this miſerable ex. 
= pedient are men driven, rather than repeal a law 3 


| 5 Which they themſelves bluſh to execute. „„ 
Amongſt the many invidious and malignant TE 


= : 4 p ublications-which diſgraced the { opponents of this 7B 1 2 | 
* |  repral, a pamphlet aſcribed to the preſent Biſhop 11 ͤ 
0 David's, intitled, A Review of the Caſſfſe 
of che Proteſtant Diſſenters, ſtands perhaps A : 
_ conſpicuous. | It conſiſts of a ſeries of remarks 
7 - - onthe caſe of the Difſenters, as ſtated in a paper - - ol 
|| publiſhed by the authority of the Committee, to 
|| whom the conduct and direction of the buſineſs {| 
= were chiefly entruſted. His Lordſhip, diſliking the — 
| arrangement of the multifarious matter contained 1 
I Ha this ſhort ſtatement, refuſes to examine the a- 
1 guments urged by the Committee, till he has di. 
1 poſed them agreeably | to his own fancy, in the fol- 1 
loving more beautiful and lucid order: „ 
Jof claim —II. Religious motives — III. Political - 
= reaſons, The > pretended) claim of the Non-con- Fa 


C 
 formiſts, Gays his Lordihip, appears to be thieefold,- = 
DD upon the gratitude, upon the juſtice, upon the: '. 
impartiality of the State. Their claim upon the _ 
gratitude of the State in this inſtance, i is founded, 
= as his Lordſhip juſtly obſerves, upon certain ſervices | 
rendered to the State, in conſequence of the di-. 
© Intereſted part they acted in contributing t-then' #_ 
= paſſing of the Teſt A@; which was originally 1 = 
—— troduced as a barrier againſt Popery; i in direct 
1 oppoſition to the Court, at a moſt dangerous and 
alarming criſis. In reference to this ar 
Burnet declared, : in the debate on the Occafional- - * 
Conformity Bill, that it was peculiarly. hard 5 1 
1 1 act obtained in ſome meaſure by their con- 5 : 1 1 
3 curence, ſhould be made the inſtrument of their = 
oppreſſion- And the Lords who, voted for an WV 
repeal of the Teſt in the reign of King WILLI | 
SG obſerve in their memorable proteſt on that oc. 
ſion, that the edge of a law intended ſolely to 1 
= - exclude Papiſts from places of truſt, i is by a OR 
v7 fatality, turned againſt Proteſtants ; and that t. * „ 
—__ and Kingdom are thereby deprived of divers „„ 
3 men fit and capable to ſerve the public, for a 1 
( ccruple of conſcience, which can by no means renn 
3 der them ſuſpected, and much leſs diſaffected . 
mute government.“ By this claim of gratitude, which — | 
is very clearly and forcibly ſtated on the part of the | 
De.ſſenters in a very few words, and which n—_ 
gaannot fail to make ſome impreſſion n 
mind ſuſceptible of generous feelings, the Billop | 
= of St. Dandy: is to much KAnn tas, he : r 


{47 
thinks | it necery to employ twenty- 1 pages is 


; anſwer to it. In the firſt place, he aſks, in order 
to obviate this claim, whether the Proteſtant Di. 


ſenters conceive that the general danger from 
Ton Popery, which their anceſtors ſo much dreaded, 


pr” is now in ſuch degree removed, that Papiſts may e 


= - with ſafety be admitted to thoſe places FO a 
and truſt, from which the Corporation —_—_— 


1 3 Aa extlule them? Becauſe if the danger ſtill | 3 
1 continues, it may become the Non - conformiſts o ß 
| the preſent times to imitate the example of their 


bj - anceſtors, which they ſo much extol, and to ſub- 


| mit chearfully to particular inconveniences for 
„ general good.” To this it may be replied, = 
| that there is no reaſon to queſtion their readineſs, 


in ſimilar circumſtances, to imitate the noble ex- 


1 Right Reverend Advocate for national ingratitule 


1 3 uy taken to ſhow that the law itſelf « cannot * 5 . 


1 ample of their anceſtors— But if the Tt A s [© 
_ originally and expreſsly intended to exclude F245 _— 
3 Falls from offices of truſt, and if its operation 4 
1 extended to Difſenters only. accidentally, though 
. F _ circumſtances prevented the Legiſlature from draw- | - 
* ing a preciſe line of diſcrimination, at a criſis fo — 
_- urgent as that in which the Teſt Bill was intro” 
_— _ duced, the Diſſenters have a fair claim, at a more — 0 
= 3; convenient ſeaſon, to petition for an exemption „ 4 
= from the penalties of that law which was obtained oY N 
3 a great meaſure in conſequence , © 3 
eme; even ſuppoſing i 1: to be ſtill neceſſary = i 
A expedient: as to the Catholics, which is a ſeparate — © 
c0Conſideration. Therefore, all the pains which ths 


TT 


fakely dhrogated, or any eln ſubſtituted i WE 
lieu of it, is nothing to the purpoſe. His Lord- 


ſhip's ſecond argument in vindication of public e 


| | Ingratitude, is, that the preſent race of Non- con- 
formiſts adopt very different principles in religion EL 


from their forefathers, who were Calviniſts in 
dcqcrtrine, in diſcipline Preſbyterians ;—whereas, {| 
Ws according to the Biſhop of St. Davids, the modern 9 * 
Di.iſſenters are Arians, Socinians, Pelagians, Nece . 
fſarians, Materialiſts, any-thing rather than — . 2 
 _  niſts, p. 22. This, as to the majority of Non- con- 
n moſt undoubtedly falſe; but if it wass 
ttrue, it is juſt as foreign 1 to the purpoſe: as his Lord. |} 
I tormer- argument. The modern Non- con- — 23 
formiſts ſuffer civil inconveniences, in conſequence |}. 
dl the patriotiſm of their anceſtors. © True,” fays JÞ_ 
the Biſhop of St. Davids; but lives the remem- = 3 
„„ brance of this ſervice i in the mind of government 1 _— : 
______ Glows the public boſom with the generous flame of | 
FE gratitude? p>: <6 Wa. exclaims his Lordſhip, in 
5 genuine ſpirit of unrelenting bigotry—“ The * 
claim is cancelled, for you have dared to deyiate = Þ 
from the religious principles of your Calviniſtic | „ 
AäaKarnceſtors.“ And of what conſequence in thi to 
„ Seems t, may the Diſſenters reply, if e 
5 e continue faithful in our allegiance to the State 1 8 | 3 Y 
EY If the Diſſenters are dangerous or ſeditious ſubjects, — - 
puniſh them for their own faults—If they are 
peach and loyal ſubjects, puniſh them not for | 
dehee faults, much leſs for the virtues of their 
ʒM  - anceſtors! His Lordſh' p's laſt reſort is to the 1 
1 * of 8 This, if Joilly urged, — 


may — 


(1) 


| may indeed heptride FR claim of gratitude; bat : 


FO cannot be pretended that 1 it invalidates that claim, 
Which is certainly urged with propriety as one 


„ argument, though by no means the chief UNS 
in favour of this repeal, 2 ͤ 
The ſecond claim of the. Non-conformiſts upon — 

| the Fuſtice of the State, hath, as his Lordſip |! 

1 aſſerts, a double foundation. The firſt ground 


is the right of private judgment in matters ß 
=_ religion, which, as the caſe under his Lordſhip'" 
| review ſtates, © being now univerſally acknow- © ©\& 
1 . Iledged, no man's exerciſe of it ought to be branded 
= with a mak of infamy.“ „ To this the Bilkop * 2 
* replies, p. 25, © that it becomes the friends oe. - 
peace and order in the State, whenever this umver- - 
= - - Al acknowledgment of the right of private Jjudg- — 
ment is pretended, to proteſt loudly againſt it. ft 
| is not, exclaims his Lordſhip, acknowledged = 
| any ſuch extent as the Non-conformiſts contend for 
dy the Church of gland; nor by the Calviniſtic 5 
1 Churches of Holland, Scotland, or Geneva. It „ 
=: a. acknowledged by the Epiſcopal Church f 
America: nor can it be acknowledged without i 
| —  reſtrition more or leſs, by any Eſtabliſhed Church 
| in Chriſtendom; a denial of any ſuch unlimited —_ 3 
„ being implied in the very idea of an eſtab. 
T  liſhment:” than which haſt reflection, the greateſftt 
= enemy of eſtabliſhments could not have advanced |} 
; 3 charge more ſubverſive of thoſe foundations . 


juſtice and equity, on which alone they can ſafely _ SY” 


: * | reſt. Amidſt his Lordſhip's vehement declamation | — k 
= _ the FRO of PR. , I could have 3 


. 


BY ailled, 3 hs had blended ſome [TDI TEM 
or ſhadow of argument, and not have reſted his ” 


RE - oppoſition entirely x the loudneſs of his pro- 
9 | t teſtations againſt Ac « Whatever may be the © 
ee xtent of the right of private judgment, however, N 


oo toys his Lordſhip, the Corporation and Teſt . 
1 imprint no infamy upon the exerciſe of tf. l 
icapacities carry no infamy, except when thex 
re attached to an individual by the ſentence of a 

= . Court taking cognizance of crimes, for which „ 

1 infamy i is the proper or legal puniſhment. | Tu = 
te ſame incapacities, when they appear not other. | 
wile in the individual than as he comes within a 
certain deſcription of citizens diſqualified by ſome | 
Wa general law, are not infamous ; for the ſame reaſon — |} 
ttlat it is not infamous to any man not to be . 
1 | hed by his fortune to fit in Parliament, or to vote | 
RR... county election, or to ſhoot game. Nor is it! 
Vithin the intention of the lays which appropriate 
COT” theſe rights, to imprint diſgrace upon the excluded ÞFÞ_ 
Citizens. For the ſame reaſon, no infamy attends 1 
„ incapacities eſtabliſhed by the Corporation _ = 
„„ Acts. This paragraph contains a complete 
J of the weakeſt and moſt contemptible | 
. ſophiſtry. Civil! incapacities affecting whole claſſes 1 
de citizens, are evidently of two kinds: Such as 
EE have no reference to the characters of thoſe =_ * 
F thus incapacitated, and which of courſe can „ 
imply no reflection upon their conduct, but 1 
„ founded on the general baſis of utility; e 
and ſuch as originate in the idea of danger . 
— Re — from the difaffeRtion ; and * deſigns 5 | 


1 : , 5 : . 
. 5 * , * 1 . © 
* 


T9) 


T ” of thole Ee upon that account * are PER the = 
ſubjects of legal incapacitation. It is not infamous 


to be incapable of voting at a county eletion; 
3 becauſe the law which excludes thoſe who poſſeſs „ 
A freeholds of a certain yalue, has reference — 
merely to convenience or expediency, W 
| not the leaſt reflection or reproach on the ch. 
| raters of thoſe who happen not to come within -_ 
a deſcription. But when that Parliament of King ET. 
=> - James I. which, according to Biſhop Sherlock, „WFS 
had the honour of inventing this Sacramental Teſt _ 
5 gave itasa reaſon for impoſing it, that it was in- „„ 
3 - tended* « for the better diſcovery of divers y__ 
= popiſuly affected, who nevertheleſs, the better — 
-* _ to ter d hide their falſe hearts, and with the _ i 
A ſafety to execute their miſchievous deſigns, „ 
* ſometimes to church, to eſcape the penalty — 
. laws: When I ſay a e claſs of —_— 2x 
2 © ware incapacitated by the impoſition of this —_—_ 
=_ it could only be conſidered as a mark of infamy. 5 
mn, ©” this may with equal juſtice be affirmed of 
r incapacities -tabliſhed by the Corporation — 
1 They are laws dictated by anger and 6... 
| by ſuſpicion. The Difſenters are virtually A 
buy theſe AQs to be bad citizens wholly — 
—_ ſerving the favour or confidence of the govern- e 
NV under which they live. This incapacitation „ 
is founded entirely upon the idea of the political „C 
1 tiurpitude of thoſe who are the ſubjects of it; and "37.01 
TT” yet the Diſſenters are aſſured by this Right Reve- „ 
rend Reviewer of their caſe, « that there is no de- 33 
1 s of inſpuny, o or eren pe Graces: attached to * — 


= exclufion—that the e o& the Corporation 13 
and Teſt Acts hardly amount to incapacities; be- 


gacuꝛuſe they declare no incapacities, but ſuch which | 
the individual hath in his own power at any — = 


EF to efface.” p. 27.—Whatan admirable Inquiſitor- 2 
F  __ General would this meek and merciful Biſhop | 
have made! In the ſame ſpirit, good Biſhop — 
ver doubtleſs would not heſitate, in vindication —| 
Hof the wholeſome ſeverities of his time, to fay, | 
A that the penalties inflicted by the writ De bare- 
an” comburendo, hardly amounted to penalties; | 
blicauſe they were ſuch as the individual, by a duti- | 
_ ful ſubmiſſion to the Church, had it in his power | 
»ùddat any time to efface.” But the claim of the . | 
Prroteſtant Diſſenters on the juſtice of the State, — 2 
sj founded alſo, as we are truly told, on their ac= |} 
A knowledged lo: yalty to his Majeſty 8 illuſtrious r 
„„ © Þ the eſtabliſhed government. This | 
mute Biſhop of St. Davids denies, with as much . 
ee as if he had never read a ſingle page of the  - = 
„ Bu annals from the æra of. the Revolution | 
dc the preſent time. He has dared to contradid | 
a4klV a fa&eſtabliſhed by the concurrent teſtimony of all | 
hiſtorians of all parties, upon preſumptions ſo tri= | 
vial and ridiculous, that if his Lordſhip could be | 
= ſuppoſed ſuſceptible of feelings ſo incompatible „ 
© with his dignity, it would be impoſlible not to K, 
Shame, where is thy bluſh ? The real e 
IE racter of any ſect or party,” lays his Lordſhip, . 
e hath, in truth, little connection with the general 


diſp oſitions of its nominal adherents in quiet — 


5 : 23 times, 1 The petitions of the leaders, with h reſp & 5 * Wm 


3 5 


* 19 2 


0 party views, make up the whole Ader of : 
the party. It is yet within our memory, that nu- 


5 on merous Clans of Highlanders, which, for many EE - 


years back, had been compoſed of peaceable . 


= © _ and quiet ſubjects, no ſooner heard their Chief. ro 
' | tains pipe upon the hills, than they roſe up, to RS — 
man, rebels armed,” p. 29. By this malignant 


ninſinuation would his Lordſhip perſuade the 


3 New that thoſe very citizens, who have ever 
„ ſhown themſelves inviolably attached to the pre- F 
ſent Eſtabliſhment—who have been moſt ready 
| to facrifice their lives and fortunes in — 
of the once diſputed title of the Royal Houſe =: 
| Brunſwick, voluntarily i incurring, in the ardour 
1 of their zeal, the dreadful penalties of Y, Ea 
= | Laws, i in exigencies the moſt critical, and relying „„ 
on the merit and magnitude of their ſervices oer 
=: that pardon from the Government which could. 
| not be refuſed without public injuſtice, nor granted -.. 
—_= without public diſgrace—who, at a period too 
| recent to be entirely obliterated . 
cCuourtly memory, ſtood up as one man in ſupport. ES, 
of the conſtitutional prerogative of the Crown, © | 
._- when they apprehended it to be in danger from I 
* the operation of a meaſure planned r 
| whoſe general principles they highly eſteemed, , _ 
' whoſe public conduct they approved, and whoſe V 
1 talents they admired—1 ſay, his Lordſhip would „„ 3 
iin make the world believe, that theſe very ci» 
tizens, ſo conſpicuous for patriotiſm and 2b 
whenever two or three of their leaders waved their 
_ wands, __— at once be — —_-- 


0: EN POS rebels _ — 


(wo) 


— 5 "rebels 1 traitors. If any one ſhould vice, 'F- 
whence originate theſe brain -fickly apprehenſions, 0 


= ' "and. who are the men competent to work theſs | SH 


Voonders, his Lordſhip will tell us, that a celebrat- 


5 oh e 8 ed Diſſenting Divine mentions the American Re- 5 f . = 


3 volution « as the moſt important ſtep i in the pro- 


greſſive courſe of human improvement, next to | 
| the introduction of Chriſtianity ; and places the 
NE, glory of the American States, as his Lordſhip i 3 5 

TS pleaſed to affirm, in their emancipation hom & - 
„„ Lords, Yom Biſhops, and from Kings.” And | 

ttat another celebrated Writer, ſpeaking of wan 3 
+ he conceiyes to be the corruptions prevailing in | 
tte Church, has predicted, that a complete a 
E | - _ formation of them will not take place but in con. {|} _ 
5 ſequence of great civil commotions.” Thus _ x 
Biſhop Horſeley, who highly values himſelf „ 
dais kkill ia the dialectic art, @onclude with une 
aqmpled candour and ſagacity, that the Difſenters, _ B 

= 3 they hear Dr. Price and Dr. Nie F_ 


pipe upon the hills,” will riſe up, to a mann. 
5 Eb EIS ARMED ; becauſe the former has ſpoken 1 


oft che emancipation of America in terms of gene- 
_ rous complacency, and the latter has prediced |} 
Aulkat the experience of all ages confirms that = X 
great reforms will probably be preceded by great | 
commotions. And we may add, that univerſal - 8 
experience proves alſo, that theſe commotions are > * 
invariably occaſioned by the pride and folly of 
mee 'who obſtinately oppoſe thoſe changes which 
- 5 good policy approves, and which the ſpirit of the 
Wt times vill, in * of all oppoſition, — 3 


. 1 


effect. 484 the 0 ſagacity of 3 FRET Er 


EX pronounces < a froward retention of cuſtom to be 


* TURBULENT a thing as unſeaſonable innova- 


But the conſideration upon which the 


3 Right Reverend Prelate inſiſts as the molt con- 3M 
| vincing proof of the diſloyalty of the "m7 
| their diſlike of the preſent Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſh 
| ment: And the Biſhop quotes a variety of paſſages 
| Ra. from the Catechetical Lectures of Robinſon and 4 
| Palmer, on the ſubject of Non-conformity, in prof 
[ot the extreme rancour of their animoſity againſt 
C publications 1 have read, and ä 
| ledge that amidſt much juſt and bold cenſure, they „„ 
= contain many theoretical poſitions J 


2 tome very erroneous, and that i in the vehemence | 


WY of controverſy, angry invective is ſometimes ſub. "vu: — 
” ww ſtituted for diſpaſſionate reaſoning. But 15 pe: er- ED 
1 Cceive nothing at which even the Chw rr 
much leſs the State, need to take any alarm. Thos + 
© | writers. diſapprove the preſent ſyſtem of eccleſiaſti- — 
[all polity; and they expreſs their ſentiments upon 
r ſubject, as members of a free community, 1 
* without reſerve, as various other able and yvir=  _ 
| _. tuous citizens have done relative to the preſent 3 
hyſtem of parliamentary repreſentation, the extent 
Pl regal influence, and other great and intereſting 1 
political queſtions. But, do they intimate, that a 
reform ought to be attempted by any other mw — 
JT legaland peaceable methods? Do they wield rm 
other weapons than thoſe of argument and dels. 
mation? Let the Church then oppoſe m_—— 
3 nn, and, 1 ſhe pleales, b however — 


—— 3 


„ ns )- 


"04 ouiſhed 1 10 for her mitknes of Uipolaicn, 
_  Invettive to invective. Has ſhe not the riches, the | 
power, the policy of the State, to protect and | 
ddlaefend her? Why then theſe puſillanimous appr. | 
RR henſions, theſe diſgraceful terrors ? Why does the 
= Church, when @ brawling Sectary, to u deñĩðĩ 
ET... language of the” Biſhop of St. Davids, = 
pi. 18. lifts up not his ſword, or even his hand, | 
„„ but merely his voice againſt her, tremble and-- 4 7 
= turn. pale with conſternation ?/ and though, 3 " 


© x „„ 


Not mortal a 8 3 dew E Me 
| Dia her all' 0 i as s when the wrath of TOs 7 " Mo - 


=: The: lies » which theſe - writers „ are 1 
not however haſtily to be aſcribed to the gene 
. klality of Diſſenters, many of whom, it is certain, / 'Y a 
= entertain ſentiments widely diſſimilar. And in Aa _ 
Very able publication, ſtiled, © An Enquiry i into the -- * 
Principles of Toleration,“ by the late Mr. Fownes 
of Shrewſbury, a name which, amongſt the ſupfe. 
laaior claſſes of Difenters, 1 is held in very high and 
adeſerved eſtimation, the Biſhop of St. Davids = |} * 
E might have foun d the followin g paſſage: 0 Na- e | 7 . | 
— ____ tional Eſtabliſhments of Religion are in fact pro 
1 viſions made by the Governors of a State, for al- 
33 vancing the knowledge and practice of religion * 
E According to this idea, they ſtandoeon 4 
tue ſame baſis, and may properly be referred 86 - 
the ſame general rank with all public inſtitutions, — 
te for the cultivation 8 the minds, and Improvement - 1 ; 


"Cas 


= hs Kota af only! when well cenie 7 
ed, incomparably ne to them all in welt, 
influence and dignity.” Theſe ſentiments preciſe _ 
$ | | ly correſpond with thoſe of Biſhop Hoadley, __ ne” 
= glorious champion of the civil and religious rights e 
of mankind, on this ſubject; and with thoſe of al! 
_ rational and liberal advocates of religious eſtabliſh. TG 
| ments. As to the Harlowe Synod, on whoſe 8 3 
- probation of Mr. Robinſon's publication 1 the Biſhop 2, 
of St. Davids lays ſo much ſtreſs, and whoſe cele- 
- brity, in his eſtimation, ſeems to rival chat of Rs 
3 Beret 3 1 am informed, that it is an obſcure —_— 
= vention of a few Anabaptiſt Miniſters of be 
counties of Cambridge and Eſſex, who take — 
upon them very innocently, though perhaps rather 3 
pompouſly, the ſtile and title of The Faſtern _— 
Aſociation. Let the religious opinions of . 
Diſſenters, however, be what they may, I came - 
4 ; Pug conceive that it is either the province or the 8 IT 
= of the Magiſtrate to intereſt himſelf in theſe theo- 55 
1 logical diſcuſſions. The only thing which it con- = 1: 
cerns him to know, is, whether they yield a will 
ing and chearful obedience to his authority. For, 
[i they do, there can be no good political reaſon for 
= - diveſting them of any of the privileges or immun: 3 
es of good citizens; ; and they may be W 
F  fafely admitted to a participation of thoſe ſubo r. 
dinate powers which are neceſſary to the due — 
1 regular adminiſtration of the ſupreme . 
7 The State, it is true, takes under its more imme- 
=_ diate \prote&tion, | that form of _ which Wc 


\ 


"x 24) 


"WE the ae dns 1 


Eo of the community; but a right to impoſe this form 
upon the meaneſt member of that community, it 


. does not, and cannot poſſeſs: It allows, therefore, 

odr ought to allow, the moſt unlimited right of di.. 
ſenting from it, and of declaring the grounds and = 
ET, that diſſent : and to inflict penalties upon 1h 
=. as exerciſe of an acknowledged right, is ſurely in 
WS: the view of reaſon moſt abſurd and monſtrous. 1 
„ authority ol the State cannot be endangered, 
l! no attempts are made, or meditated, to effect a * 

cCuhange in the Eſtabliſhed Religion by violent means... 
5 6 attempts are made, thoſe who engage in 4 
8 and ought to be amenable to the laws: 
If, on the other hand, by the influence of reaſon J} © 
EEE. argument only, the majority of the nation are 
5 convinced that the Eſtabliſhed Religion i is either = 2 
w wholly, or in part, erroneous, the governing power 
aof the State is at liberty, and ought doubtleſs }_ 
„„ make ſuch alterations as diſcretion ſhall dictate, 2 
and the more advanced ſtate of knowledge ſhall } 


3 appear to require. And if any individuals ſhould 


. even imagine that the Magiſtrate exceeds the 1 3 
Proper limits of his province in eſtabliſhing any 
5 religion 1 in the State, thoſe very indiv iduals may 1 

1 ſubjects as any in the community, ex- = 
ecepting they alſo fancy that it is incumbent upon . 
3 them, not by reaſoning, but by violence, to rectify ._- 

ter: e of the Magiſtrate, and to ſubvert that ä 
5 Eſtabliſhment by force, which the Magiſtrate is, 
— theſe circumſtances, x not t anthgrized, but 1 
„„ under 


wüde an 1 to » defend 457 force. we =, 


5 in fact, from the uniform conduct of the Diſſen- 
ters for more than a century paſt, that theſe ab- 


Wi ſtract ſpeculations, ſo far from being dangerous to 


1 "the Sal, ate perfectly conſiſtent with the moſt 


| undeviating fidelity to the State—nay, with a pa. 


ſionate Zeal and attachment to it. And it is very 


| 2 | remarkable, and a ſtriking proof of the truth . —— — 


9 theſe afſertions, that for many years ſubſequent 


; to the Revolution, the Proteſtant Diſſenters, who I 


1 are, by their enemies, moſt abſurdly and injuri- 


I _ ouſly repreſented as partially diſaffected to the 1 8 Y- 

| Conſtitution, becauſe they exerciſe, in diſſenting 
from the Church, one of thoſe rights o 
f they are inveſted by the Conſtitution, were, of all 
'Y 1 different claſſes of citizens, the moſt firmly TD 
aud zealouſly | attached to the new ſettlement: V 
7 that on the contrary, a great majority of the ſons SS 
of that Church, which, in theſe times, preſumes EE 
* = charge the Diſſenters with diſloyalty, were, of all os 
4 | "ON the ſubjects of the State, the moſt dangerous, 3 
= ſeditious, and diſloyal. | . The Oath of A 

= ance,” as the Right Reverend Hiſtorian —- 

3 own times tells us, © was taken by many, parti 1 

S Ccularly amongſt the Clergy, to the great reproach — 
pf their profeſſion, in a ſenſe groſsly equivocal. 1 


= regarding the depoſed Monarch as ſtill their - . — 


© 4 King de jure, they ſatisfied their conſcience . 
ſubmiſſion to the King and Queen, as. uſurpers, ” ; * 
= during their uſurpation. 80 far had they en- OF 

= * themſelves by. their ir ſtrange aſſertions 8 


e divine 7 


"ty 


SE divine right of monarchy, and the ablolute 3 


| fulneſs of reſiſtance.” The ſpirit. of the Church, TJ 
MA political view, differs indeed moſt eſſentially — 


from the ſpirit of the Conſtitution, or rather, it is | 
5 diametrically oppoſite to it. For the exiſtence of | 
— Ip legiſlative powers, it is dependent entirely * 
. upon the Crown, which, by virtue of its ſupre- | 
— ny has wiſely ſuſpended, or rather annihilated 3H 
the exerciſe of them. Its executive powers „ 


3 ſubje&t to no regular ſuperintendency or controul, - i 


and are liable therefore to the moſt flagrant negli- | 
gence or abuſe: and its judicial powers are uni- | 
A execrated, as dark, oppreſſive and deſpotic. * 
_ -  - - The Church preſumptuouſly claims, indeed, to be 
E Ally of the State, as if it were a co-ordinate 1 
nn.” - independent power: and talks of the two- _ * 
tuold nature of the Conſtitution, as if the Act o | 
I Toleration was not as much a part of the Conſti- | 
5 tution as the Act of Uniformity. But the Church 3 - 
N civil view, the mere creation of the State, | 
OO which ſupports what it originally formed, ö; 
man ally, which is- only a ſofter term for a | 
; . rival to itſelf, but as a mere human inſtitu- 55 
=: "hom, - eſtabliſhed for the purpoſe | of inſtructing | 
OS. the people i in'the principles of morality and reli- 
NE. ©=* And © acknowledge with pleaſure, that _ = 
„ Anglican Church, with all its imperfections, l 
,, in many reſpects, well calculated to effect this 
Þ „„ and ſalutary purpoſe that vaſt multitudes = YI 
LS” pious and excellent Chriſtians have lived and | 


5 1 dic a in its communion — = that yo many able, : : : | — 
1 | FFF learned, 5 


* 47 


5 W and 1 müden a 8 at's our TH 6 
| holyfaith, haveadornedi its moſtelevatedltations, _ 


have rendered its name truly illuſtrious. And if it IR 


* . diſgraced by the conduct and ſentiments of a 


= Laup, a SACHEVEREL., or a HoRSELEY; Irecollert 
1 alſo with pride and exultation, that it has produced „ 
= 2M TiLLorsox, a HoapLEy, ad WATSON” + 7 


=: - Ts Non-conformiſts urge a third claim, ſays Eon 5 
dee Biſhop of St. Davids, upon the impartiality | 


of the State, p. 32. And certainly the Engliſh 
= Non - conformiſts have reaſon to complain A 
T partiality of the State, if, while Iriſh Non-con- . — 
| formilts, and Scottiſh Non- conformiſts, are _—a OS... 
| as good and loyal ſubjects, they alone are excluded 


=. from the common benefits and privileges to which, a 


L = as citizens of the very ſame deſcription, they are e — 
| doubtles equally entitled. To this his Lordſhip Cn ol 
makes an anſwer very novel and cunous: * The ' 
8 Church of Scotland,” 99. fays he, c can complain —" 5 _ . 
F =" injuſtice, while her Sons enjoy all the rights „ 
| which ſhe ſtipulated for them at the Union.” fs 
| his Lordſhip really ſerious ? The Non-conformiſts „ 
in England complain, that they are phced in kg. - 
2 advantageous | circumſtances than the Non-con- -k 
formiſts in Scotland: And his Lordſhip loftily 2 ˙—˖ 
„ ſuperciliouſly replies, that the Church Md 3 
* Scotland cannot be diſſatisfied with this, ſo long E. 
- me Treaty of Union is not violated ! If either Cows 
formiſt or Non- conformiſt, Engliſhman  - 
win, een comprehend the force of this reaſoning, 5 
1 he mull be a man of of extraordinary gg indeed. ED 


a5” 


8 The Chureh of Scothind: which'i is no more ag N 
grieved by the ſufferings of the Engliſh Non-con- 


formiſts, than the Church of Alexandria, has ap- | 


parently ſome ground to complain, it muſt be 


| owned; as the caſe under his Lordſhip's conſider - 


b tion juſtly ſtates, that the members of her Eſtabliſh. 5 


E ment, reſident in England, are ſubject to the penal - 5 5 
ties of the Teſt, which is not impoſed on members 


bf the Engliſh Church refident in Scotland. But 
if they themſelves are pleaſed at this, I know not | 
What reaſon the Engliſh Non-conformiſts have to | 
de diſpleaſed. As his Lordſhip's reply, however, | 
nass reference to this circumſtance only, it leaves 
tte general argument unanſwered and unanſwer- | 
able. As to the repeal of the Teſt Act in Ireland, „ 


i: is not, as his Lordſip is pleaſed to tell us, an 


© example tobe imitated by England, for hes + 
© weighty teaſons: 1ſt, Becauſe England has a _ 
—_ 7 to judge for herſelf : 2dly, Becauſe the „„ 
© was repealed in Ireland when that kingdom __ 
E {imminent danger of a foreign invaſion, REF - 
„ very time when it ought to have been moſt © 
RE .- 4 enforced, if the Non-conformiſts were real- + I 
” 3 ly dangerous or di ſaffected ſubjects: and laſtly, =, 
VE˖eecauſe the preſent State of the Church and n 
| 4 dom of Ireland is ſuch as the Biſhop does not. chuſe 55 
bo mention. It would be great preſumption i in me n 
„„ attempt a reply to theſe profound arguments... 
But what that preſent State of the kingdom . 
1 which the Biſhop of St. Davids does E 4 
—_ I not * to 2 may de collected from = 


Addreſs 2 


1 29 ) 


| Addreſs of the 1 of the Iriſh Houſe of Com- „ 
mons to his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, on 
| preſenting the Bills of Supply, in the courſe of the 
| laſt Seſſion of Parliament, for the Royal aſſent. 


1 After enumerating a variety of favourable circum. 
L | ſtances tending to evince the rapid increaſe of tze 
|. national felicity and glory, he concludes with ng 
| faying, © Such i is the preſent proſperous ſituation = 1 


1 of this country; and we behold it with the more 1 


A ſatisfaction, becauſe it has not ariſen from tempo- = 
| rary or accidental circumſtances, but has pro: . 
|  ceededin a ſteady and regular courſe, from a wiſe 
ſyſtem uniformly adhered to, from a confidence 
of the Nation in a continuance of that ſyſtem, — 
| above all, from that content and peaceable ſub. 


- ©» | miſſion to the laws, without which, no Kingdom, 5 


20S however bleſt in conſtitution, climate, ſoil, or 25 
N 8 can be rich, powerful, or happy.“ ß 


I now paſs on to the next general branch of the | 5 — 


- 28 queſtion, as ſtated by his Lordſhip under the 8 . _ 
| head Ildly. Of Religious Motives urged by = - — 
1 Non-conformiſts, in favour of the Repeal of the — 


. SGacramental Teſt, p. 34. It is ſaid, that the ap- 


| plication of the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper 
do the ſecular ends of civil ſocieties, is a profana- Voker 
3 tion of that holy ordinance; that: tha ae ave. © 3 
| ſnares for the conſciences of men, and PWW 
[ol ſerious Clergymen of the Eſtabliſhed Church n. 
24. - From an inviolable regard to truth, 1 am % ol 
4: pdlled to acknowledge, that the arguments ß 

Ra. * Sherlock, : as $ tranſcribed dby Biſhop Horſeley, C 


; D oy in 8 MY 


TL 


in anſwer to this objefion, carry with com ſtrong 


conviction to my mind, upon the ſuppoſition 8 
ga Teſt is really and indiſpenſably neceſſary, and 


that no other Teſt could be ſubſtituted equally ef- 


| ficacious. 1 ſee not, for my own part, how a 


4s religious rite 18 prefuned by being made ſubſervi- 
„ purpoſes of ſubordinate and temporal ä 
. lity. And if it is the occaſic on of profanation in no 
„„ particular inſtances, the law which impoſes the co 
Tet, if politically expedient, is not more reſpon- RE. 
ſile for chat profanation, than the law which en- ” 
| joins an oath, is reſponſible for all the perjuries "ER | 


Ee . which i it may be the accidental cauſe. It i is, never- 


= _ theleſs, a juſt and cogent argument againſt the | 
E.  __ - ſuperfluous, and much more the wanton impoſition wy Oo 
C that they will probably be the occafic . 
5 * ; 5 profanation and perjury; X an d ther efore, they | : L | þ 

- — 5 | | ſhould be impoſed | with great caution, and not 53 - 
Aithout a ſtrong and urgent neceſſity. But having | 
maade this conceſſion, 1 muſt uſt notice isn 
1 curious arguments advanced i in vindication of the 5 8. = 
Clergy, by Biſhop Horſeley, which I do not re | 
9 Collect to have met with in Biſhop Sherlock. The . 
ä erxhortation which the pariſh Prieſt is directed, oy 
F Rubric, to deliver to the congregation, when 1 
be gives notice of the celebration of the Sacrament, | 
forbids blaſphemers of Gop, ſlanderers of his „ 

„ word, adulterers, &c. to approach the holy table; 1 
and yet the Miniſter is bound, as is alleged, . 
. admit all ſuch perſons. to the Sacrament ben 
„ 1 85 demand It as a e r an noſis, " . 


0 31 ) 


5 ſubje&t himſelf t to a proſecution. 6c But, 5 fon his : 


Lordſhip, if perſons of profane, irreligious lives, 


| warned of the danger of coming to the Lord's table 


without repentance, will nevertheleſs come, in de- 


fiance of that warning, and have A. right, under 


"2 the letter or conſtruction of any law, to demand „„ 
a cmiſſion, the laws abſolve the Prieſt's conſcience, e 


and leave the impiety on the heads of thoſe who, Po 
warned of the danger, deſpiſe the ſanctity of the 


„ inſtitution. The Prieſt who hath exhorted, warn 
'| ed, and admoniſhed, hath done his utmoſt, unleſs, = 
” beſide the authority of exhortation, the nan: 
given him a power to repel,” p. 39. Now TW 
|| queſtion. plainly is — Whether the Prieſt = 
| agreeably to the facred obligations of his office; =. 
'| adminiſter the holy Sacrament to blaſphemers 
. * ſlanderers, adulterers, and other groſsly vicious T0, PD = 
8 - and profligate perſons ! ? If he cannot, the Teſt At 2 
| is certainly a ſnare to the Prieſt's conſcience. | — 
||. Biſhop Horſeley, however, being a great adept | W 
„ caſuiſtry, Pronounces poſitively that he 1 may; and CCC 
| His reaſon is, that, in this caſe, the laws abſolve te 
„ conſcience. What! the laws en,, -2£ 
Ibach thing. His Lordſhip means the laws of ggg. 

8 land. But if the cauſe ſhould happen to be ca- 
3 ried, by appeal, into a ſuperior court that Hicn Ks 5 i; 
Fj JOS TRIBUNAL, where the Rubric. and Statute-Book „500 
„„ equally unknown, What will this plea then 
| avail in arreſt of judgment? I much fear V 
5 1 Lordſhip has not taken the whole of this caſe into PM 
oo: -- confideration : or ri, N deliberate 1e, he | 


uy 


is s determined to maintain his principle, tn 6 6. 
ance of conſequences, we may infer, that in his 


uo: opinion, the laws of England are of no leſs efficacy 2 | 


"i abſolve the conſcience of a _y\ than that of 


"We - are now . at the md md laſt  - 


3 : PD diviſion of the allegations urged by the Non- . 3 
3 i favour of this repeal, agreeably to $ 


| that exquiſite order in which his Lordſhip has : [ : 


Beets done them the honour to arrange their arguments 3 " W 
T —Political Expedience. And T perfectly agree 5 
A with his Lordſhip, that upon this conſideration 1 * 
tee principal ſtreſs ought to be placed. Prove the e 
= | Teſt Act, or any other human law, which is not. JF 
_— | Inconſiſtent with the Divine law, to-be neceſſary "2 23 
te welfare, the peace and proſperity of the com- | 
„ I readily admit, that private indivi- 8 
auals ought to acquieſce in it, and that all argu | 
RE ments deduced from the hardſhips or inconveni- | _ 
eences ſuſtained by thoſe who may conceive them. | 
ſelves aggrieved by the operation of it, muſt fall | 
do the ground. The ſafety of the people is the | 
lliupreme law. The claims of gratitude, juſtice and | 
impartiality, therefore, as advanced by particular 
maekmbers or claſſes of the community, however | 
__— weighty 1 in themſelves, are abſorbed in the fps. 4 - 
rior conſideration of national expediency, the fole | 
a which a Stateſman ought to direct his at- 
TO. tention. But then the public expedience ung 
„ — to be ee 3 and 1 * Is 


£004 3 


. — ing; in ad to ane the infliction of any politi- To 
cal hardſhip or penalties upon the r1eaneſt indivia © © 


dual, and much more — numerous and re- 


| | ſpectable claſſes of citizens. For Government 5 

= being itſelf an inſtitution ſubſervient to the general 3 „ 

1 happineſs, the ſpirit of laws aBHors all ä 

ſiary ſeverity. And if, in any inſtance, penalties are 

r which are not warranted by, and found. 

= ot upon a regard to the public welfare, in that = 

inſtance, Government degenerates into oppreſſion -n 
| and tyranny. With reſpect to the particular caſe 4 


now under contemplation, the Proteſtants difſent- © 


ing from the Eſcabliſhed Church in this kingdom, e 
w juſtly reproachable with any failure in 8 0 
| their various duties or obligations as citizens, „ 
= either public or private. And granting —ĩ 
| incumbent upon the governing powers to guard 19, 
= A protect the Eſtabliſned Church, ſo long A 
| appears to them an inſtitution by which the public — | 
| welfare is promoted; yet certainly it is not inn 
= A cumbent upon them to diſtinguiſh by any —_ 2 
J 8 reſentment or ignominy, thoſe who peaceably „ 
. from that Eſtabliſhment. | Such %.. 7-2 
. . co: itrary to every principle of policy, rectitude, e 
= * 5 and juſtice *. What danger or inconvenience has e 
I ariſen to the Gallican Church or Nation, from the 
| occaſional appointment of Proteſtants to civil ang 
| military offices? When did France ever attain to WM EEE 
= greater height of proſperity, than under the patriotic ER 
| admini{ tration of aSouLr? When? were the armies 5 


8 a 


8 5 ot t 1 more „ eech conducted — 5 5 
-:-*, > Mak by a TURENNE, or a SaxE? Or, when were 3 


the finances of the State more honeſtly, or more. 


5 8 ably adminiſtered, than by a NECKAR {—Or it we : | 4 


ES. to the practice of antiquity, Were not 


e Chriſtians employed in great numbers by the | 
Heathen Emperors, notwithſtanding the occaſional | 
interruptions of perſecution, in all the civil and | 
ee departments of the State? and Heathens _ 5 
in like manner by the Chriſtian Emperors? 8 
e to the diſgrace of our own age and country, Chriſt | 
3 dans are proſcribed and perſecuted by Chriſtians, 4 - 
ee trivial, and almoſt undefinable differences of | 
opinion in religion. And becauſe a man chuſes = 
„ worſhip Gob in the way of his fathers, 8 
aakA4greeably to the diQates of his own judgment, . 
3 pronounced diſloyal to his Sovereign, and diſ- 


affected to the Government which allows him 5 
that liberty, or rather which protects him in the <p 


eenjoyment of that undoubted natural and perſonal „ 
W religion is, in its own nature, a volun- 
tary and perſonal concern. An Eſtabliſhment, | 
ns therefore, i is wholly incapable of vindication, which 55 
is, not accompanied with an unlimited toleration. | 
„ Thoſe who do, and thoſe who do not conform, are „ 
. equally entitled to the protection and to the favour _ 7 
+225 State. And to make the protection . 
N Church a pretext for the oppreſſion of any part of . 
3 community, is virtually to counteract thoſe 1 
principles of benignity and utility, from which ” 3 


ED Aan the Church can n derive 2 — claim to pro- 


tection, 1 I 


C3) 


e tection, or even to exiſtence aSa 4 infiitution. . 


„ any perſons diſſenting from the Eſta- 5 
* bliſhed Church ſhould form dangerous 8 


1 warrantable deſigns againſt the State, with a view 


to effect any alterations or improvements, real or © - 


1 imaginary, in the eſtabliſhed mode of Worſhip, 
| then undoubtedly the State has a right, as in any — 
bother caſe, to avail itſelf of ſuch means enen > 


ceſſary to the preſervation of its own authority, e 


„ the ſecurity of that inſtitution 3 
upon it for protection and ſafety. So far does the „ 
power of the Civil Government properly Sten! 
[and upon this ground, the laws enacted from uae: 
—_ to time againſt the Papiſts in this country, are, > 
F rather were, in agreat degree, juſtifiable. ForPopery, — 
mo days, can be regarded only as the — 
. ghoſt of ſome monſter of other times. But them 
* widely different from, or rather totally — 
p;pioſtte to that deteſtable plan of policy which „ 
27 --- inflict penalties upon obedient and virtuous A 
* merely for exerciſing their inherent right of pri: 
C judgment in matters purely rcligious; „ 
| which would impoſe any « civil diſabilities upon ſuch 9 
EE perſous, or diveſt them of any of the privileges 8 
e immunities of good ſubjects, without very ſtrong . — 
© deciſive grounds to apprehend that they would 
2 make an improper or unwarrantable uſe of _—_ 
nn - privileges; or which, in a word, ſeruples not to 9 
mamaake the moſt remote and viſionary apprehenſions n 
ok eri a pretext for actual oppreſſion. So long 
= a any body of 1 men can =w_ — — „„ 


D 4 e 
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= - thetr üer as good S 45 . . 
they make uſe of no methods but reaſon and argu = | 

ment in ſupport of their reſpective opinions, my 
are entitled to ſhare inall the temporal advantages , 5 

ES, _ of the community, of which they form a part, nn 

, : proportion to their numbers, their rank, and their ©] 

a abilities. In conformity to theſe general maxims | 


| of polity, we ſee thouſands of citizens diſſenting 2» . 


| # from the Eſtabliſhed Church, in actual poſſeſſion | 
--.- ofthe right of voting for Members of Parliament ; 'Y i 
. ſee alſo Members of Parliament themſclves Who hs 


are not Members of the Eſtabliſhed Church. A 
-.- -.- gout diverſity of ſentiments, in other reſpects 5 


pPolttical and religious, prevails likewiſe amongſt — 

* the Members of the Legiſlative Body; but no as. 

5 | prehe nfions « danger ite cntertalived- on his 7 IF 2 
Count. In this popular and powerful Aſſembly, „ 
where all material alterations of a political or re. 


ligious nature muſt neceſſarily originate, we bend. 


_ ly acknowledge the propriety of a general admit. Tz 


.cn of all who profeſs their allegiance to the Go- * 


Lvernment, and the utility of an unlimited freedom 
W debate, and of inveſtigation. How inconſiſtent | 
„„ hen, hay, how. ridiculous i is it to pretend, at © 2 

tte admiſſion of perſons, of the very ſame de. ; 
| ſcription, to civil offices, would endanger the peace 1 


8 and welfare of the community I e 
To this general declaration of the Lontiments 1 —_ 


| hs entertain reſpecting the expediency of this repeal, 3 - f 5 
==. I ſhall take the liberty to ſubjoin a few remarks, u. 
8 N ſuch as occur to me on a review of the pompous. ff 


A ulis, * 


3 


co) 


. nothing: contained i in this part of his Lordſhip's TY 
publication. It is urged, and certainly with ver 
great force, as an argument againſt the political — 
expedience of the Sacramental Teſt, as affecting 
| - Proteſtant Diſſenters, that it was originally, as te 
"= 7 preamble of the Act itſelf ſets forth, impoſed A — 
[preventing dangers which may happen from Popiſh OWN. 
© recuſants;”. and that it is therefore an abuſe of 
| the AQ, to make it the inſtrument of oppreſſing te 
Di.iſſenters. In anſwer to this, his Lordſhip has the — 
unparalleled effrontery to deny the fact on which 
the argument is founded. * It is true,” — 0 
that the title of the Act mentions only dangers — 
--. from Popiſh recuſants. But it is equally true, 
ttat the proviſions of the Act equally aa all 13 
Diſſenters. And this general operation of the Act — 6 
= Tx was a thing foreſeen and intended: Elſe, Why LI. 
| was the AQ fo framed as to have relation VV 
SY Diſſenters, if no dangers from them to the Church — 
or Nation was apprehended ? ? The truth ſeems ee. 
5 be, that the Diſſenters were equally with the. Pap its, — 
- original objects of the Act; and Mr. Alderman „ 
love, and his party, had the good policy to make a - 2: 
> merit of ſubmiſſion to a meaſure which they Rane 3 
_ a ſufficient ſtrength of intereſt to defeat,” p. 43. 1h00 
| this prepoſterous miſrepreſentation of fas, I ihall  Þþ 
beg leave to oppoſe the authority of Biſhop Burnet, W 
eee the tranſaction happened in ee his own times,. 
1 perhaps be deemed as likely to be well inform- er nol 
eie reſpecting this point as Biſhop Horſeley. The „ 
=: Houſe of Commons,” bays hop Burnet, | c not 5 
„ e : content N 


T3) 


NO content with voting the Bes of Indulgence = 
to be illegal, brought in a Bill, diſabling all Papiſts >: 
from holding any employment or place at Court. | 
| ED requiring all perſons 1 in public truſt, to receive = 


the Sacrament in a pariſh-church, &c. Great pains =— 
©..." Wore taken by the Court to divert this: +. a 


ry propoſed, that ſome regard might be had to Pro- * 
teſtant Diſſenters, and that their meetings might „ 


E be allowed. By this means, they hoped to hae 
DRY them and the Church party into new heats; | 
for now all were united againt Popery. | Love, 55 


who ſerved for the city of London, and who was T1 " 


VV, himſelf a Diſſenter, ſaw what ill effects any ſuch Os 2 E 
Rn might have: ſo he moved, That an 1 = 2 
„ remedy might be found againſt Popery, 1 
and that nothing might interpoſe till that was 

. e done. When mat Was over, then they would try to | _ . 1 
N*˙ W deſerve ſome favour. But at preſent they were 
| willing to lie under the ſeverity of the laws, rather | 


than clog a more neceſſary work with their S 3 


cerns. The chief friends of the Sects agreed to = 
8 this. $0 a vote paſſed to bring i ina Bill in bur 
1 Proteſtant Diſſenters, though there was : * 
WCG <nough, nor unanimity enough, to finiſh . 
P — But whatever might be the ob · "= 
ES = £ the Teſt Act, the Corporation Act, oy „ 1 
_— Biſhop Horſeley triumphantly declares, LEY. © 
Certainly made without any particular reference ts | 
RS, ©: the expreſs and ſole purpoſe « of exclud- „ 
Ei 8 Piſſenters. This fact is ſo notorious, Rem 
. | he. * of the mes, and from the preamble & = 


the 1 ; * 


39) 


; A he At itlelf, a the Non- conformatfls; 4 in ; thatr - 
caſe, pretend not to deny it.” No—and the rea- 


b - fon is ſuch as 1 am perſuaded muſt appear to his „ 
5 Lordſhip \ very whimſical and frivolous, VIZ. That 5 
they think it neceſſary rigidly to adhere to truth, CE, 
and not to ſet at defiance decency and reputation. 


ZSiuch is the groſs inequality i in the preſent ſyſtem 85 


1 ; --6f repreſentation i in this kingdom, that a majority = a 
| of the members of the Houſe of Commons — 
8 turned by a very inconſiderable part ne, 5:5 4 
WE munity. „And corporations, conſiſting — 
. few perſons, are repreſented i in Parliament, . 
as Biſhop Sherlock obſerves, oy by as many Mem- — : 

bern as the largeſt county.” « And this being the © © 
= * Conſtitution, i it concerns the whole to take cue 8 1 4 
K a. ce that corporations be under the government —__ 3 
: 19 « direction of ſuch as are friends to the whole. = 
SE Either this is reaſonable, or elſe it is reaſonable — 


1 "0.00 affirm, that the Conſtitution in Church RT 


F - --: * See ought not to be what the Nation likes, 
6 but what the towns corporate ſhall think _ 


„„ proper for them.“ There appears to me much : 


= good ſenſe in theſe 3 obſervations. ö -:+: 
3 . Members of the Eſtabliſhed Church Ln ax... Ty — 
5 „ + the Diſſidents in point of numbers, —— 
would doubtleſs be highly inexpedient ,, 
1 ſurd to permit, in confequence of the inequali- „ 
h repreſentation, the leſs conſiderable 1 
. to acquire ſuch an aſcendancy „„ ---- 
=: giſlature, as to expoſe. the Efabliſhment to the 


25 hazard ol ſubverſion. But whence can ſo wild e 


Tay 


an apprehenſion proceed? It is certain that the 


| number of Diſſenters at preſent ſitting in the : 
Houſe of Commons, bears not a juſt proportion 


. numbers in the State. And why, if the 
A Corporation Act were repealed, the Diſſentees 
l ſuppoſed to take immediate poſſeſſion 8 
3 all the corporations in the kingdom, or indeed | 
5 why they ſhould be ſuppoſed to acquire any diſpro·· 


 portionate influence in the management of them, 


nee er eaſy to comprehend. | If, however 
„ ſuch danger or inconvenience is alleged or ' 
7 pretended, Kt: forms a powerful additional argu- * 
nF favour of that par ĩiamentary enquiry into 
1 c the preſent State of the repreſentation, which was — 
odnee moved for in the Houſe of Commons by Mr. 
Pitt, when only a private Member of that Houſez | 
N . and in which he had ſo nearly ſucceeded, W * 
= many perſons entertain violent ſuſpicions, chat 99 $ 
upon this very account he feared to revive the _ 


5 motion after he became Miniſter, but rather choſe 


5 to bring forward a ſpecific and very objecti onable 
palwban of reform, which he well knew would be re- "> 


BH De jetted without heſitation in the firſt inſtancde. 
> Another argument for the expediency of the. „ 


1 Repeal has been deduced, as Biſhop Horſeley goes * 
9 to obſerve, from the abſurdity of requiringa 
. ſtronger ſecurity from thoſe who are to execute me mn 

. laws, than from thoſe who are to make them. ce A : 1 1 | 

„ greater caution,” ſaid the diſſentient Peers, i wm. = 

tte memorable proteſt before quoted, « eee 

8 not to be required from ſuch as are aa wad] _— #7 
„„ „ into + —_ 


* Ar 7 5 


1 e 4 1 into ales; * from the Members of hs two 5 . 
1Houſes of Pailiament, who are not obliged to 


+..." E. receive che Sacrament to enable them to ſit in 


either Houſe.” And Biſhop Sherlock himſelf 76 


_ ſays, and very confiſtently as an advocate for a * 
FF total excluſion of Diſſenters from all power and 
1 authority,“ that! it muſt, upon the leaſt reflection 
appear very ſtrange to advance a man to a ſnare 

1 in —_— aws for the nation, and yet to —_ I 
1 - power.” But Biſhop Horſeley alle, | 
= -by. a very extraordinary ſtretch of candour, in 
IS oppoſition to Biſhop Sherlock, „ that no danger 

C apprehended from Diſſenters in — 

maeent, unleſs they were to become a majority. ä 
majority in the Upper Houſe they never can be. 
4 without ſuch an impolitic enlargement "" 5 
. peerage : as is little to be apprehended. A ma. 
| jority in the Houſe of Commons they never aan 
—_- become, unleſs the Diſſenting intereſt Gama. 213 
FF aſcendency in corporations. The Corporation e 
+ 3 Act, by checking the too 3 growth of the 5 


Diſſenting intereſt, and the prerogative of the „ 


= 8 Crown, by keeping the peerage pure, are as it were „ A 


© - the Teſts which ſeverally anſwer for the principles . 


of cither Houſe of Parliament.“ p. WÄ»ĩfĩ 
if che prerogative of the Crown may be N 5x 
7 upon for © keeping the peerage pure,” will — 
Lordſhip condeſcend to inform us, Why A 
for keeping the executive offices of Government 

5 pure? And as he is pleaſed to allow that no — 


1 Ber is Is to be apprehended from Dillenters i in Parlia- A. 


ce) 


ment, unleſs. they become a majority, will this 


5 great Stateſman and Prelate farther have the 


og goodneſs to declare upon his honour and con- | 
1 the Laws 1 not ab ſolved his Lord- 5 


ſhip from theſe obligations, whether, in conſe- * 


quence of a Repeal of the Corporation AQ, he | 
. 95 really believes the Diſſenters would become 5 
majority in Parliament, when che higheſt calcula- 8 


tions do not make them amount to one tentn 
of the nation. For his Lordſhip does not even 


pretend to point out any real miſchief, or ſhadow of © 2 
miſchief, which could poſſibly ariſe either to 


Church or State, from admitting a Proportionable | 


number of citizens of this deſcription to oflices Þ#-: 
5 under the Government, or to ſeats in the Legiſla- 1 5 
„„ WOW Aſſemblies. But, in truth, were all oppreſlive — 
. reſtrictions removed, the political influence af the © 


Ts Diſſenters is not ſuch as to juſtify the expectation- 


3 they would attain even to that ſhare either-of k 3 
legiſlative « or executive power in the State, which =_ 7 
__ would in any degree correſpond with their num- _—_ 


175 bers, or with their opulence. IF, however, we * 


admit the wild and random ſuppoſition, that, at [| 
ſome future period, manifeſt ſy mptoms of an abſurd | 
adhnd extravagant ambition to acquire an aſcendeney ns 
- . in the Legiſlature, ſhould appear in the attempts WW 7 : 


5 of the Diſſenters to engrols thoſe Corporations E 


i - which return members to Pai liament, it would be 5 = 
= eaſy i in ſuch ſuppoſed, but highly improbable hl 


_ circumſtances, to deviſe expedients much more 


NS. effeQual than the 1 1 * Tor the purpoſe — 


(43) 


= * countering thoſe viſionary and aſpiring | 


8 ; projects. 


„ II leads us to a third argument for the poli- 5 
0 tical expediency of the propoſed Repeal, which is 


this: — That the Sacramental Teſt is not and cannot 


be, an effectual ſecurity to the Church, becauſe i it — 
d not anſwer the purpoſe of excluſion. A great „%% ͤ of 


: proportion of the Diſſenters do not ſcruple occa- e 


. conformity to the Church; and many — 
3 deſcription are in actual poſſeſſion of- civil S 1 — 
offices, and we ſee that they conduct themſelves inn 
ſuch public ſituations with as much propriety a s 
boOthers-—that neither danger i in the remoteſt degree e 
| to the Church, nor the lighteſt i inconvemence 1b 
| the State, reſults from their admiſſion. © This 
3 | argument ” ſays Biſhop Horſeley, „ 
= Kill in logic, only proves the expediency Ru 


Queen Anne's ſtatute againſt occaſional conz;k 
| _formity, and deſerves no farther anſwer ;” i. e. be 
eine the practice of occaſional conformity i is by e 


experience found as harmleſs to. the State, as it is 1 
| favourable to individuals, there ought iy nr. 
made on purpoſe to prevent it. Let thoſe anſwer | DOS 
. reaſoning, who think that it deſerves A 
| anſwer. If the ſtatement of the committee in this 1 
inſtance needed illuſtration or enforcement, . 
might be obſerved chat the argument 1 reſolves itlelf 1 
2 into this dilemma. Either the Church is A 


ciently ſecured from any ſuppoſed hoſtile deſigns — 


4 Fo of the Diſlenters, by ſanctions independent of the ins 1 
3 Teſt, « or it is not tal it t is, the T elt 1s s tyrannical 3 


nud — 


4445; 


and unjuſt: 1 it is not, the preſent Teſt is obil- 
doiully incapable of affording that ſufficient ſecurity; | 
A broken reed, at beſt, perhaps a ſpear; — for 

It is no effectual bar to the admiſſion of the Di 
enters to the higheſt offices of the State. In wat 
reſpect then can it be regarded as a bulwark againſt - }_ 
| the Executive Magiſtrate, if the Crown ſhould be 1 
diſpoſed to countenance thoſe hoſtile deſigns? | 
And as the Teſt neither extends to Members & = - 
Parliament as ſuch, nor to their conſtituents, of |] 
. this boaſted bulwark, if the attack . + -- 
| ſhould be made from this quarter? ? However im 
a. = the danger, in vain will the Church im- 
pPlsore protection from the Teſt. The fact how. 
deer i, that no human inſtitution ever ſtood leſs — 
in need of reſorting to ſuch miſerable expedien ses 
3 ſupport! But if an effort, even in times the | 
maoſt peaceful and proſperous, is made for the | 
removal of a grievance ſo flagrantly injurious, and |} 
ff of defence ſo palpably uſeleſs, let * 
sSacheverel or a Horſeley ſound the alarm, and we 
5 ſhall be almoſt deafened with the clamours be 

— vulgar of all ranks, © bawling i in their ſenſe. | 
Teſs mood,” that Tre cnuncn 18 IN DANGER, Nor! 
=_ vill ſuch flaming zealots ever think the Church * | 

DE ſtate of ſecurity, ſo long as thoſe who are the |. 
Objects of their malevolent and reſtleſs jealouſy |} 
A ᷑?t; e allowed to poſſeſs the ſmalleſt ſhare of nl or. = 
political authority. But the Teſt Laws alone are | 
..._--_ far from being adequate to the purpoſe of ſecuring _ WM 
EEE —_— of * Belore the Church can was. <d E- 1 


(45) 


the. pious latisfaction of trampling her enemies | 


under her feet, ſhe muſt recur to the old ſyſtem of 


5 Penal Statutes, of Conventicle Acts, of Occaſional 


Li Conformity and Schiſm Bills. All theſe are parts be 


* of one conſiſtent plan; but a Teſt unſupported : 


1 by ſuch meaſures as theſe, is calculated, not 


In. for any purpoſe | of ſafety or defence, but 


| merely of irritation. It is a meaſure, not of 2 


3 ſuppreſſion, but of oppreſſion ; not of poli cy, or X 
| wiſdom, or utility—but of paſſion, rancour, and 


| revenge. Before the topic of Occaſional A 
formity is diſmiſſed, it may be amuſing to obſerve 5 
| the critical dilemma to which the . are 3 
reduced with reſpect to the practice of it. 
3 ſcruple Occaſional Conformity, © or r profeſs to 14 5 
Iſier it as in their circumf 55 
 vnlawful, the moſt violent exclamations are a. — 
dai, atkely raiſed againſt them, on account of their 
illiberal and narrow- minded prejudices, A 
ſiurd and obſtinate bigotry. Such, it is ſaid, is 
 þ their rancour and animoſity againſt the Church, OE. 
* that not the moſt powerful motives of intereſt will „% wn 
prevail with theſe implacable and dangerous _— 
| faries, to join even occaſionally in her communion. | =. 
"FF On the other hand, if they do not ſeruple Occ 7 
| fional Communion, nor think it neceſſary — 
dle temporal advantages annexed to it, they are 
| inveighed againſt as a baſe and ſordid people, _ 
| wholly devoid of honour or of rectitude, — 4 
from lucrative motives, will thamefully | . 
| law, and join in occafional communion with a 


©» Church from which they ak to believe it their 2 4-2 
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duty to diſſent. In a "wo. if they tho conform, 


they are knaves; and if they do not, they are fools. 


In the mean time, I preſume it is poſſible that per- 
= ſons not wholly deſtitute either of common honeſty . 


or common ſenſe, may be divided in opinion as to 


the lawfulneſs or propriety of conformity 1 
e Church, ſtill more immaculate, if any ſuch could = - : 
55 be ſuppoſed, than even the Church of England, 8 
cCircumſtances of ſuch peculiarity. For my o ]wu n 
hart, however, I do not perceive, that if conformity 
to the National Church be in itſelf lawful, which 
C few will diſpute, the occaſional exerciſe of t 
e liberty, ſo conſonant to the feelings of Chriſtian 3 
cual, en de rendered unlawful by the acquiſi- 1 
5 tion of any temporal advantages which 8 de 1 


A incidentally derived from, or connected with VV 
It remains only to beſtow : a moment” 8 attention 5 5 


Et, upon the arguments, ſuch as they are, againſt the |} 
- © - Repeal, with which this vaunting and vaunted |} 
RW In champion of the Church concludes his incompara- 5 f | = 
RG performance. In the firſt place, the Diſſenters {} 
re chargeable, in his Lordſhip's opinion, with a | 
groſs abſurdity in applying for relief, becauſe they — 
5 ſuffer no actual grievance. No grievance !—What! | 
Iãâ it no grievance to be excluded by law from all | l 
offices of truſt, emolument and authority? No= | 


„„ for the law alſo exempts the complainants m, 
„ offices of burden; and Biſhop Horſeley will under- = 7 


e e le mathematically, that „„ 
LEES: equal forces acting in oppoſite directions deſtroy oo -- 
„ others ſeparate effects, the immunity on 8 * 7 

Bt ere one hand compenſates the inability « on the other; 
„ e e and. _ 
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and the total effect of the Teſt Laws upon the = 


body of Diſſenters, is neither grievance, nor 
advantage. And where no grievance hath taken 


place, no relief can be afforded;” and chus, in : 


aaſking relief, the Diſſenters ſtand plainly con. 
mee of the abſurdity charged upon them by & 
RR Biſhop. | Upon the ſame principles alſo, . 
3 preſume, if the preſent | ſtate of things were —_. 
5 verſed, and the members of the Eftabliſhment ET oa 
vere excluded by law from all public 0 
; emolument and authority, and Diſſenters alone 7 
deemed qualified to fill the vacant offices, wich tj e 
offices of burden annexed to them, his I .ordſhip | OY 
would ſtrenuouſly maintain, that the Eſtabliſhment „„ 
© © would loſe nothing, and the Diſſenters would gain e 5 A 
=. nothing by this alteration;—“ for as equal ſ ne 
|| ating in oppoſite . 1 N each others V 
ä ſeparate effects, the total effect of che change, : W 
| his Lordſhip would no doubt be able o 
ſatisfy his friends on the loſs of their places, would ff 


13 1 neither grievance nor advantage. Op do ill as 
But his Lordſhip | has ſeveral other arguments to Es 


1 3 nearly as good as this. The Repeal 8 

| the Teſt, he inſinuates to be a violation of the 
S-: King' 8 Coronation Oath; for, to maintain and = 
1 preſerve inviolably the Setilement of the Church, EE . Þ 
apart of that oaih.” ay appears to me a AW 


ſhameful imputation upon che Church, to affirm, e 


"= - | - _ that, to 1 ſtore any cla ſs 0 f men to their juſt right ts, = . : : : | 2 1 E 


_ would weaken or impair the Settlement of the . : 
Church, It ren alſo, ** e a ſcan- 3 
1 5 „„ dalous „„ 


t 63 


wg ; 4 Aten upon the Monarch, who has FY = 


1 8 ready _" his aſſent to the Repeal of the Teſt in — 


Ireland. But this Repeal is contrary,” as his | 

| Lordſhip pretends, © to the Treaty of Union, which | - 
makes the Teſt Act perpetual.” This, however, | 
5 as an hiſtorical aſſertion, is flagrantly falſe. And it 


„ appears on the Journals of the Houſe f 
5 Si (Vol. XV. p. 283.), that a motion made 
for the expreſs purpoſe of inſerting the Corporak᷑ ½7; 
tſiion and Teſt Acts by name in the Treaty of Union, 
order to render them irrevocable, was rejecteem 
dy the Houſe. That any poſitive human lac 
mould be held unalterable by human authority, 
3 t however a palpable foleciſm in the theory of 
of Government. The Teſt Act is one of thoſfe 
| Allo wich concern the Kingdom and Church of _ 2 
Lo England, in contradiſtinction to the Kingdom and — 1 
=: Church of Scotland. And if Scotland ſhould, by — _- 
22ln injurious and improbable ſuppoſition, be ima- | WH 
„ capable of degrading herſelf ſo far as to 
ininſiſt that a Repeal of the Feſt AQ implicates : > A. 
violation of the Treaty of Union, England might. 
Oi. even if the Act was formally inſerted in the Treaty, 
with the higheſt propriety reply, that in at Palo Wo - 
E227 Conventa, thoſe- conditions which are previouſly — 7 
„„ ſtipulated by either of the contracting parties in 
its own favour, and in which the intereſt of te = 
Other is not involved, though they are ratified in IF 
eiuer ſo ſolemn a manner, are nevertheleſs alterable, = 2 
© with the free conſent of the party who is alone 
3 ho intereſted t therein, This is * conſonant to + = X 
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_ Fob the nature of ſuch tranſactions; 5 how can ether 1 
party, with the ſhadow of juſtice, complain of =— 
infraction of the original ſettlement, if no altera. 
tions which affect them are admitted, but at their 
oon requeſt, or with their own free conſent ? „„ 


how, with the ſhadow of reaſon, can it be 8 Y 
- tended, that the free conſent of the party intereſted = _ 


| not a ſufficient warrant for ſuch alteration? no 
„But the Crown itſelf is ſubject to this Teſt. : i: 
And, with whar decency,” aſks the Biſhop, * may + 


= Subjects ſolicit a liberty which the Conſtitutioao n 
Flach denied to Royalty itſelf * This i 7 ED. 
ment which every Tory will urge with triumph, "i 
= - and which every Whig will reje& with contempt. 8 . 1 
3 There are certainly various reſtraints to which te 
T Supreme Magiſtrate ought to be ſubject, and frm 
1 which the Subject ought to be exempt. It is highly 
proper, for obvious reaſons, that the Supreme  * 
' Magiſtrate ſhould. conform 1 the Eſtabliſhed 3 1 
= - . Religion; and if he does not chuſe to wear the 
1 crown upon theſe terms, he is at liberty to reſig 
4 1 E 5 6: But, ſo far from inferring, like the Biſhop = 52 
| St. Davids, that becauſe the King is liable to this 
= - reſtraint, the People ought to be ſo too, I would — 
much rather ſay, that this reſtraint is impoſed „„ . 
upon the Monarch, that it may not be neceſſary W 
1 impoſe it upon the people. Ont i is bound, that —— 
nu ulioxs may be free; for, ſo long as che Monarch . 
zs of the Eſtabliſhed Church, no danger W»˙; 
* apprehended from any abuſe of the executive 5 + 
—_ — 0 ** 5 15 of the number __ 


e 


TJ" 


Es. thoſe who hold 6c the enormous faith of x MILLIONS = 


made for oN E.“ It is well known, that the Monarch . 
Is reſtrained by law from marrying a Catholic; ang 


il chis law alſo had been extended to the whole. "i 


WO, community, this moſt learned and right reverend — 


Commentator, this Grotius in lawn ſleeves, woul 1 3 8 
no doubt have defended the juſtice and equity = 


IE © reſtriQtion ; © ay for, with what decency,” | he 1 

„ -.", would have faid, « may Subjects ſolicit a liberty __ 

= which the Conſtitution hath denied to 2 . 3 1 
N itſelf?” Dn 


His Lordſhip? $ laſt a argument i is, chat i in . year 


1 1772, when the L Diſſenting Miniſters were petition- „ 


RR Parliament for relief from the ſubſcriptions N 
e required by the firſt of William and Mary, . 
promiſes were made in the name of the Body, ttt 
. gratified i in that requeſt, they would eſteem their nz 
„„ -- Soleration perfect, Nor ever extend their views to e 
WS = farther indulgence. The Diſſenters now ſolicit e 
e repeal of the Teſt Laws. The ſtrongeſt aſſur- 5 
* ances, it is ſaid, will be given in the name of the 1 
1 party, that, gratifed in this requeſt, they er 
V extend their views to any farther indulgence. ve 
dd ſecurity can the Non- conſormiſts owe, that 3: 
5 they will feel themſelves more firmly bound „„ 
0 promiſes of 1787, than they are now bound by . 
1 promiſes of 1772! ? In confirmation of theſe appre- — | 23 
„ henſions, his Lordſhip i 18 pleaſed to refer us to A 
EKippis's Vindication of the Application of he 
os Diſſenters for an Enlargement of the Toleration 5 
e * * I know r: not 8 what . any . 


however * 


* 6; oh 


. Böser refpadiible in his priv ate capacity, « can 5 


pretend to make vows and promiſes i in the name 


"Or on the behalf of a claſs of citizens, confiſting . : 


A many hundred thouſand individuals, all free ang 
independent as himſelf. It would juſtly be deemed | — 3 OY 
1 e the height of preſumption and temerity. V% 


this extravagance, however, Dr. Kippis certainly dip. ny 


ii not chargeable, for expreſſing i in his very able . | 2 
F nd ſpirited vindication of the application 3 JF 
| lament in 1772, the wiſhes of himſelf. and his 5 


1 £5 Reverend Brethren, who had taken an active part : 


=: in that attempt for relief, to return to their former 55 
I peaceful and profeſſional | ſtudies when the object — 
A of i it ſhould be attained. Doubtleſs, the Wie con. 
ä ſideration with every juſt and equitable Govern- e 
; ment, can only be the reaſonableneſs or unreaſon- EE 
, 0 ableneſs of the requeſt actually made. And it Js ö 
; I abſurdity, worthy indeed of Biſhop Horleley, 2 
1 but not ſurely to be imputed to the Legiſlature, 1 | — 
refuſe à reaſonable petition, becauſe it may be folr 
3 * 5 lowed by another which ma 7 happen to be unrea- - 85 3 : 
* fe ſonable. As to the indulg ences which his A 
l ſhip ſpeaks of, the Diſſenters, in my opinion, ſtile i 
them much more properly | by the name of Rights, —* — 
2 E- would be contemptible hypocriſy to pretend | that . 
. temporal honours and emoluments are to them 
= - matters of indiſſerence. They are no doubt A 
1 uilling to ſhare in chem as the reſt of mankind. 5 : 
And for this they are reproached with inorlinate „ 
: 1 DEE ambition and luſt of riches! Thoſe who, like Es 3 
© 3  Biſbop Sherlock and Biſhop Horley, affect this 5 5 


: +. 7 5 2 


N 


| language, while ©; are demeter Gets in 3 3 


| purple and fine linen, lodged in palaces, and placed = | 


upon thrones amongſt the Princes of the land, ſur- 


= _ rounded with all the luxuries that art or nature — —_— 


can ſupply, forcibly remind one of Father Paul, 


the fat pampered Friar in the comic opera of the 
Duenna, who takes upon him to reprove a poor 
ſtarveling lay, brother, for indicating an inclination |} 
co participate in the ſame indulgences. What! 
nth ts. Oy 5 if you 2 does not the earth > ana © 37 


I thirſt, is P not 2 * 1 foring Þ 25 5 3 
| © Upon the whole, it appears, to borrow the „ 


„„ of the Lord Biſhop of St. Davids, (p. 55-), with a 
few trifling variations, © that the plea « of the Nonn- 
|  conformiſts for the repeal of the two Acts in que. 
i., is valid in every part that they have ͤa 

„„ reſiſtleſs claim upon the gratitude, the juſtice, and 

te impartiality of the Britiſh government—that _ = 
___ » their objections to the Sacramental Teſt, as an ap« | 
pPlication of a religious ordinance to the ſecular | 4 


„ ſociety, and as a ſnare for the conſciences 


5 e men, are ſuch as evidently demonſtrate this 1 
3 Teſt to be of a nature highly exceptionable and * 
. = = 1 that the whole weight of argument, from political : | 5 0 * 


5 expedience, is clearly in their favour,” „„ 
But, however concluſive may be the arguments — Z 


5 : 1 ſupport of a repeal of theſe oppreſſive and tren : | 
niͤcal laws, there exiſts a favourite and inexhauſt. 
ble theme of declamation, admirably calculated 


t | inflame the paſſions and aWaXen the terrors of. 


EY 5 Oo OY the 7 


THIF - 
the vulear, by the ad of which the endes of 


perſecution endeavour to varniſn over the weak- 


| neſs, or rather the infamy of their cauſe. It is e 
FF Afaid, that in the laſt century, the Conſtitution both — 
m Church and State was aQually ſubverted by te 
Non, conformiſts; and that if they are ever entruſted 
=. with power, experience ſhews the uſe OE ET. 

1 certainly be made of it, and the ruinous — 27 
gqiuences that may be expected wee. The 
3 SBettaries,” as we are told by the ep " 
Davids, © beheld, under the reſtored Monarch, 
wee renovation of the ſplendour of the Church with © 
| an evil and malignant eye. And how cloſely the | 


= | ſafety of the King and the Conflitution, and the 


I I peace of the kingdom, were conn edded A 

3 en of the Church, „the late troubles bad ES 
"<A q I : TY 6 is ſpirit of = e 8 . emn Je an ad der t 5 | = 5 | 
1 ſtill breathes in their writings, and animates their | oo 


2 conduct;“ and that “if theſe two buttreſſes,” as 


- be ſtiles them, of the National Church, te. —_— 


* Corporation and Teſt Acts, were removed, its very * 


* e exiſtence would depend upon the zeal and cunning EE 54 
1 of the Non-conformiſts ro Improve. the 8 „„ 


. ö 2 ties of effecting i its ruin. . VVV 
In reply to all the pompous and me 1 9 5 | 


35 mation of this ſort with which his Lordſhip has ſo EE 

| 6 $ £4 1 laviſhly embelliſhe d his Pamphlet, 1 ſhall Rate a — 

„ unadorned hiſtorical facts, which may —_—_—— 

| haps be of ſome uſeto calm the minds, _— 7 
S . the apprehenſions of thoſe timorous mortals who Uo 


DL 


L Mudder at ihe phantom of aer conjured up by 1 
theſe magic ſounds; and who really fancy, that 
when the State ceaſes to be unjuſt, the Church 
I ©: inevitably undone. It is certain, that 
| 7 when the laſt Parliament of King Charles I. was N 
cronvened in the year 1640, the Nation, inflamed _ | 
= by the violence of the Laudian perſecution, Oe 2 
ttle deteſtable barbarities of the Eccleſiaſtical Court 1 
of High Commiſſion, entertained very Rrong pre. > 
= judices againſt the Hierarchy. But Lord Claren 
4ion himſelf admits, that the abolition of Epiſco : 
pacy was not originally in the contemplation of | 
„ Parliament, but merely a reduction of its 
„ : powers. When, i in the courſe of the war, the — 
5 ſiſtance of Scotland became indiſpenſably neceſſary, 1 : 8 
e Aſſembly, actuated much more by political | 
be: than religious motives, did indeed adopt the Selen 
"FIT League and Covenant; and at the treaty of UÄ ux. 
5 bridge, the Parliamentary Commiſſioners for . 
1 firſt time inſiſted on the abolition of Epiſcopacy; 5 
T . Treaty of Newport, this demand was | 
OO renewedin terms ſtill more peremptory. So little, | 
however, were the ſafety of the King, and the | 
1 „ peace of the Kingdom, neceſſarily connected with „ 
˙ỹZ preſervation of Epiſcopacy, that it was, in 
lac, the King's obſtinate predilection for Epiſco :- 
55 pacy, which was the immediate cauſe of the run 
——F * athotk. For CroMwEL, taking advantage the 
1 long and vehement altercations which took place „ 
on this comparatively unintereſting and unimpor-— 
. tant ſubject, en tus 0 to rhe . mn 
7. eg gr ov. and, : „ 


T5 


and, by acts of the moſt atrocious ad deteſtable 
violence, traiterouſly ſubverted the authority of 
the Parliament, ſeized the perſon of the King, and 
| after the mockery of a trial, cauſed him, to the _ 
attoniſhment of the world, and the terror of future 
N tyrants, to ſuffer the ſentence of death by the 
hands of a public executioner. This was the n 
who, at the head of an army of Enthuſiaſts and 
3 Fanatics, paſſionately devoted to their Leader, ef. . 
fected the ſubverſion of the Conſlitution; A 
— the Preſbyterians, who, when they directed —_ 
reſolutions of the Houſe of Commons, , 
ceumſtances of great difficulty and danger, acted . 
___ with wiſdom, probity and moderation—who were 
anxious to effect an accommodation with the King 
I terms as favourable to the Monarch, as VV 
| conceived that a juſt regard to the rights, i 
bes, and the ſafety of the Nation, would A 2 
3 magnanimouſly 1 reſolved, in the true ſpirit E. 
TRY Roman patriotiſm, at the very moment that the 3 
He ouſe in which they ſat Was ſurrounded with 5 
= hoſtile armaments, and the ſword was ſuſpended _ — 
OS... over their heads by a ſingle hair, « that the King's  ' -.Þ 
| conceſſions were a ſufficient foundation for Par= 4 
|  liament to proceed upon in the ſettlement of the 
1 1 kingdom;““ and who, after the death of the Uſurper, VVV 
nad at length the honour of accompliſhing the rev. 
: ſtoration of the Monarch and the Monarchy. For, 
I Preſbyterian intereſt predominated i bs the © 
3 | Convention-Parliament, no one, Biſhop e To 
ns perhaps excepted, vill venture to W 7 


"THI 


For hh of all theſe qrankfitoms, 2 are . l 


3 5 A of theſe virtuous citizens, of Hollis, ” 


of Waller, of Maynard, and of Anneſley, to be E 


d4diveſted of the privileges of citizens? The pro- | l 
poſed abolicion of Epiſcopacy, when the Preſb' : 

: terians conſtituted a majority of the Parliament, N 
and of the Nation, was a meaſure perfectly agree- . | 

able to the genius and ſpirit of a free conſtitution, | 
Which knows nothing of divine or indefeaſible 
OE rights. And it was juſtified on every principle of | 


a. policy, not merely by a retroſpect to thoſe barbari- 


ties which had rendered the Hierarchy odious D ©. 
= - people, but by the neceſlity of conciliating the 5 3 
ttriendſhip and alliance of the Scottiſh nation, | _ 
which entertained the fanatical idea, that Prelaexg 
nas an horrible enormity, and antichriſtian abo 
maination. But the Biſhop of St. Davids is 
aee.gꝗger to tell us, that the preſent race of Non-con- | 
___  formiſts are actuated by the ſpirit, not of the od | 
Preſpyterians, but of the Independents, and other TT 2 
eenthuſiaſtic and democratic Sectaries who were the | 
aetermined enemies of Monarchy, and the zeal. 
— _ ſupporters of the uſurpation of nee,, 1 - 
JJ however, i an allegation unſupported. 3 
the ſhadow of evidence, and contradicted by the | 5 

| whole tenour of our hiſtory. The race of R. 
CT : publicans, a few philoſophical Theoriſts excepted, e 
aaemongſt whom the celebrated Hume may be claſſed, _| 
has long been extinct. And it is a notorious and in». | 
5  controvertible tad, that the . Conſtitution i bs. 


RE * 57 : | 
w | hiekly valued by Engliſh Diflenters, as by _ 


1 Engliſh Churchmen. And if the Diſſenters have 


5 not yet given ſatisfactory proofs of their attach- 3 


mieent to it, they would doubtleſs eſteem themſelves _ 
'| happy to be informed what proofs would be deem- 


= ed ſatisfactory. If it be ſaid, that Conformity to 
| the Church is the only ſatisfactory proof of loyalty OY 


- 5 e criterion of that Joyaliy in others. ; 


"© ow We State; 3 they reply, that they exerciſe one o 
moe conſtitutional privileges of Engliſhmen, 3 = 
ff lowed and recognized as ſuch by the State, in 
” 3 diſſenting from the Church; and to accuſe —_— 
upon this account of diſloyalty to the State, s - \ 3} 
2 groſs and palpable abſurdity. And they __ 
= ' moreover, that Conformity to the Church conner- _ 
1 1 5 0 be a ſatisfactory proof of loy alty 1 to the State; be. . = = 
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